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and exchange." But with characteristic prudence, as
soon as a decisive vote had determined that its object
should be Socialism, it selected, by an equally decisive
vote, a title which suggested that its aim was merely
the separate representation of Labour. From the first,
it preached not only independent Labour representation
but Socialism. But it was a new brand of Socialism,
adapted both to the practical nature of the English and
to their complete indifference to logic. Hitherto such
Socialism as there had been had appeared to offer at
best a remote and almost unimaginable Utopia, as to
whose particulars even Socialists were seldom in agree-
ment, and which was to be achieved, at some unspecified
and presumably distant date, by some act, or process, of
violence, which no Socialist had attempted to describe.
The new men, with their increasing access to the unions,
would concentrate less and less upon remote Utopia,
more and more upon the immediate and practical reform.
Hard already to define, Socialism would soon almost
escape definition altogether. It would become much
less of a science and much more of a religion. Soon
the simple old test, Do you accept the Marxian theory
of value, would be meaningless. " Socialism, I say again,
is not a system of economics. It is life for the dying
people." These were the words of Keir Hardie, the first
protagonist of the Independent Labour Party. Not
a system of economics! We have travelled far indeed from
Marx and the Social Democratic Federation.

Inevitably, such an organisation and such a doctrine
attracted MacDonald. It was as practical and as English
as Fabianism, and far more emotional. But, unlike
Fabianism, it was not content to practise permeation
and to leave political power to the established parties.
It aimed at political power for itself. And MacDonald
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